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December 12, 2005 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Legislative Education Study Committee 
 
FR: Frances R. Maestas 
 
RE:  STAFF BRIEF:  CORRECT EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY  
 DEFICIENCIES, HB 511 
 

 
The 2005 Interim Workplan of the Legislative Education Study Committee (LESC) includes a 
report on the progress of the Educational Technology Bureau at the Public Education 
Department (PED) in developing and implementing a standards-based process for funding 
educational technology needs based on the provisions of an LESC-endorsed measure, HB 511, 
Correct Educational Technology Deficiencies, that was recommended by the 2004 Public School 
Capital Outlay Task Force and enacted during the 2005 legislative session (see Attachment 1, 
Laws 2005, Chapter 222). 
 
Issues: 
 
• 2005 legislation (HB 511) amended the Technology for Education Act by adding a new 

section with the following requirements: 
 

 By September 1, 2005, the Educational Technology Bureau at PED, with the advice of 
the Council on Technology in Education (CTE) and the office of the Chief Information 
Officer, must define and develop minimum educational technology standards to 
supplement the adequacy standards developed by the Public School Capital Outlay 
Council (PSCOC). 

 School districts must conduct a self-assessment of the outstanding educational technology 
deficiencies in their schools and to provide cost estimates for correcting the deficiencies. 
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 The Educational Technology Bureau must develop a methodology for prioritizing 
projects to correct the deficiencies, and to approve, when money becomes available, 
allocations for deficiency correction projects from the Educational Technology 
Deficiency Fund. 

 By December 1, 2005, PED must report to the Legislature and the Governor: 
 

(1) summarizing the educational technology adequacy standards and 
methodology to prioritize projects; 

(2) describing the outstanding educational technology deficiencies, and 
(3) estimating the cost of correcting these deficiencies. 

 
Background: 
 
• Enacted in 1994, the Technology for Education Act (see Attachment 2) provided for the 

creation of the Educational Technology Bureau at PED.  Among its statutory duties, the act 
requires the bureau to: 

 
 assess and determine the educational technology needs of school districts; and 
 assist school districts to develop and implement a strategic, long-term plan for utilizing 

educational technology in the school system. 
 
• The act also established the Educational Technology Fund, which serves as the mechanism to 

distribute funds to school districts statewide on a per-pupil basis based on the 40th day count 
of student enrollment.  In 2005, the $5.0 million appropriation of the Legislature to the fund 
provided school districts with an allocation of $15.97 per pupil for school year 2005-2006.  
Since its inception, the Legislature has provided approximately $53.8 million to the 
Educational Technology Fund; in most years, the appropriation has been $5.0 million each 
year to the fund. 

 
Presenters: 
 
For this presentation, Mr. Tom Ryan, Co-Chair, CTE; Dr. Carmen Gonzales, Former Chair, 
CTE; and Dr. Catherine Cross Maple, Deputy Secretary of Learning and Accountability, PED, 
will discuss the activities and progress of PED and CTE in developing a standards-based process 
to correct educational technology deficiencies as required in the 2005 amendments (HB 511). 
 
Questions the committee may wish to consider: 
 
1. In past years, how has PED assessed and determined the educational technology needs of 

school districts? 
 
2. As required in current law, how has PED assisted school districts to develop and implement a 

strategic, long-term plan for utilizing educational technology in the school system? 
 
3. How will the activities listed in questions 1 and 2 assist PED in implementing a process to 

correct educational technology deficiencies? 
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4. How will PED validate the self-assessment and cost estimate for correcting educational 
technology deficiencies in each school district? 

 
5. How will the minimum standards for educational technology conform to the PSCOC 

adequacy standards for public school capital outlay? 
 
6. How will distributions from the Educational Technology Deficiency Fund, when dollars are 

appropriated, differ from the allocations currently being provided to school districts from the 
Educational Technology Fund? 

 
7. How will the establishment of an Educational Technology Deficiency Fund affect the 

appropriation to the Educational Technology Fund? 
 
8. Once educational technology deficiencies have been identified and corrected, how will PED 

ensure that minimum standards for educational technology are maintained? 
 


























